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DETAILED ACTION 
Claim Rejections - 35 USC §103 

1. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

. (a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

2. Claims 7, 19-29, 31, 32, 34, 35 rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over US 4190221 to Updike. 

Regarding claim 7: Updike discloses a hanger for supporting a device (col. 1, 
lines 25-60) a front face, the front face including a display (picture); a back face opposite 
the front face, the back face lying in a substantially vertical a top hanger formed on the 
back face, the top hanger including a substantially vertical hanger face and a nonlinear 
top slot formed in the hanger face, the hanger face at least partially defining a receiving 
area, the top slot having a substantially constant width and a first, closed end and a 
second, opened end, the second end opening into the top receiving area which is at least 
twice as wide as the top slot (see figure below). 

* 
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Updike discloses all the subject matter claimed by applicant with the exception of the 
limitation stated in claim 7, i.e., a bottom hanger coupled to the back face and spaced 
apart from the top hanger. It has been held that mere duplication of the essential working 
parts of a device involves only routine skill in the art. St. Regis Paper Co. v. Bemis Co., 
193 USPQ 8. Therefore, it would have been obvious to a person having ordinary skill in 
the art at the time the invention was made to add an additional hanger to the bottom 
hanger, as taught by Applicant, to the back face and spaced apart from the top hanger, in 

* 

order to provide a stronger security mounting system for the device. Furthermore, since 

» 

the bottom hanger is identical to the top hanger, the bottom hanger will include identical 
elements as that of the top hanger. 

Regarding claim 19: Updike discloses a hanger for supporting a device (picture 
frame 16) on a projection extending outwardly from a wall, the hanger comprising: a 
housing having a hanger face, the hanger face defining a substantially planar hanger face 
surface; and a nonlinear slot extending into the hanger face and lying in the planar hanger 
face surface and being engageable with the projection to secure the device to the wall, the 
slot defining an entry path for the projection, an exit path for the projection, and at least 
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one locking path for the projection, the locking path being different than the exit path (see 
figures below). 


projection is located in the locking path, and wherein the slot lies in the substantially 
vertical plane (see figure above). 

■ 

Regarding claim 21: Updike discloses the hanger of claim 19, wherein the 
hanger face defines a substantially vertical plane, and wherein the slot lies in the 
substantially vertical plane (see figures above ). 

Regarding claim 22: Updike discloses the hanger of claim 21, wherein the 
projection includes a head portion, and wherein, when the projection is located in the 
nonlinear slot, the head portion engages a back surface of the hanger face, preventing 
movement of the device away from the wall in a direction substantially perpendicular to 
the substantially vertical plane (see figures above). 

Regarding claim 23: Updike discloses the hanger of claim 19, wherein the slot 
has substantially constant width (see figures above). 



Regarding claim 20: Updike discloses a hanger of claim 19, wherein, when the 
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Regarding claim 24: Updike discloses the hanger of claim 19, wherein the slot 
includes a first and a second end, the first end being closed and the second end opening 
into a receiving area, and wherein the receiving area appears to be at least twice as wide 
as the slot (see figures above). 

Regarding claim 25: Updike discloses the hanger of claim 24, wherein the slot 
makes at least one change of direction of greater than 45 degrees between the first end 
and the second end (see figures above). 

Regarding claim 26: Updike discloses the hanger of claim 19, . wherein the slot 
includes an opened end, a first closed end, and a second closed end, and wherein the 
locking path extends between the first closed end and the second closed end (see Fig. 4). 

Regarding claim 27: Updike discloses the hanger of claim 26, wherein the exit 
path extends between the first closed end and the opened end, and wherein the entry path 
extends between the opened end and the first closed end (see Fig. 4). 

Regarding claim 28: Updike discloses the hanger of claim 19, wherein the exit 
path includes at least one change of direction along the nonlinear slot (see Fig. 4). 

Regarding claim 29: Updike discloses the hanger of claim 28, wherein the 
change of direction is at least about 45 degrees (see Figs. 2 and 4). 

Regarding claim 31: Updike discloses a hanger for supporting a device, the 

* 

hanger comprising a housing having a face positioned substantially vertically; a nonlinear 
slot cut into the face, the slot having a first end and a second end, the first end being 
closed and the second end being opened; and slot branches diverging from the slot and 
terminating in closed ends, wherein the hanger is engageable with a projection extending 
outwardly from a wall, and wherein the slot defines an entry path for the projection, an 
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exit path for the projection, and at least one locking path for the projection, the locking 
path being different than the exit path (see figure below). 



Regarding claim 32: Updike discloses the hanger of claim 31, wherein the slot 
includes a third closed end, and wherein the locking path extends between the first closed 
end and the third closed end (see figure above). 

Regarding claim 34: Updike discloses the hanger of claim 31, wherein the exit 
path 'includes at least one change of direction along the nonlinear slot (see figure above). 

Regarding claim 35: Updike discloses the hanger of claim 34, wherein the 
change of direction is at least about 45 degrees (see figure above). 

3. Claim 7 rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over US 4460147 
to Macbain. 

Regarding claim 7: Macbain discloses a hanger for supporting a device (S) a 
front face, the front face including a display; a back face opposite the front face, the back 
face lying in a substantially vertical a top hanger formed on the back face, the top hanger 
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including a substantially vertical hanger face and a nonlinear top slot formed in the 
hanger face, the hanger face at least partially defining a receiving area, the top slot having 
a substantially constant width and a first, closed end and a second, opened end, the 
second end opening into the top receiving area which is at least twice as wide as the top 



Macbain discloses all the subject matter claimed by applicant with the exception of the 
limitation stated in claim 7, i.e., a bottom hanger coupled to the back face and spaced 
apart from the top hanger. It has been held that mere duplication of the essential working 
parts of a device involves only routine skill in the art. St. Regis Paper Co. v. Bemis Co., 
193 USPQ 8. Therefore, it would have been obvious to a person having ordinary skill in 
the art at the time the invention was made to add an additional hanger to the bottom 
hanger, as taught by Applicant, to the back face and spaced apart from the top hanger, in 
order to provide a stronger security mounting system for the device. Furthermore, since 
the bottom hanger is identical to the top hanger, the bottom hanger will include identical 
elements as that of the top hanger. 
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Allowable Subject Matter 

4. Claims 8-13, 33 are objected to as being dependent upon a rejected base claim, 
but would be allowable if rewritten in independent form including all of the limitations of 
the base claim and any intervening claims. 

5. Claims 14-17 and 37-41 allowed. 

Response to Arguments 

6. Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 7, 19-29, 31, 32, 34, 35 have been 
considered but are moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 

Conclusion 

7. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. The prior art cited in the PTO-892 disclose related devices. US 
44733 1 6 to Welch discloses a hanger assembly. 

8. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communication from the 
examiner should be directed to Examiner Jeanne-Marguerite Goodwin whose telephone 
number is (571) 272-2104. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Friday 
(9am-6pm), alternate Fridays off. The fax phone number for the organization where this 
application or proceeding is assigned is (571) 273-8300. Any inquiry of a general nature 
or relating to the status of this application or proceeding should be directed to the 
receptionist whose telephone number is (5^1) 272%2861. 



JMG VITMISKA 

Sept. 3, 2007 PRIMARY PATENT EXAMINER 

TECHNOLOGY CENTER 2800 


